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Alexander a gross act of nepotism, a gross abuse of
his pontifical authority; but there is, at least, this to
be said, that in perpetrating it he was doing no more
than in his epoch it was customary for Popes to do.
Alexander, it may be said again in this connection,
was part of a corrupt system, not the corrupter of a
pure one.
Touching the boy Giovanni Borgia, the mystery at-
taching to him concerns his parentage, and arises out
of the singular circumstance that there are two papal
Bulls, both dated September 1,1501, in each of which
a different father is assigned to him, the second ap~
pearing to supplement and correct the first.
The first of these Bulls, addressed to " Dilecto Filio
Nobili Joanni de Borgia, Infanti Romano," declares
him to be a child of three years of age, the illegitimate
son of Cesare Borgia, unmarried (as Cesare was at the
time of the child's birth), and of a woman (unnamed,
as was usual in such cases), also unmarried.
The second declares him, instead, to be the son of
Alexander, and runs: " Since you bear this deficiency
not from the said Duke, but from us and the said
woman, which we for good reasons did not desire to
express in the preceding writing."
That the second Bull undoubtedly contains the
truth of the matter is the only possible explanation of
its existence, and the "good reasons" that existed for
the first one are, no doubt, as Gregorovius says, that
officially and by canon law the Pope was inhibited
from recognizing children. (His other children, be
it remembered, were recognized by him during his
cardinalate and before his elevation to Saint Peter's
throne.) Hence the attempt by these Bulls to circum-